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using human cells. Then, a problem arose.
When it was time to do the human testing,
the leadership of the National Cancer Insti-
tute in Bethesda would not let this experi-
enced physician, a board-certified Pediatri-
cian, do the trials because she was not a
trained cancer doctor.

Then fate smiled on the woman. Dr. Fidler
was asked to lead a new department of Cell
Biology at M.D. Anderson in Houston. He
asked her to join his department and start
the trials in Texas with help from a pharma-
ceutical sponsor. This time her husband fol-
lowed her.

With a tremendous amount of effort, but
strong encouragement from the faculty and
staff at M.D. Anderson, this research physi-
cian began to test the new drug in Texas in
patients with osteosarcoma who had not re-
sponded to chemotherapy. It worked! The
drug activated normal white cells to kill
tumor cells. Today, the final stages of test-
ing have been completed in a nation-wide
trial. The effectiveness of the drug will be
known shortly. However, the drug was al-
ways in short supply. The company who
made it barely gave the doctor enough to
treat these patients. This was because
osteosarcoma is a relatively rare form of
cancer. Only 2000 new diagnoses were made
each year in the United States. This is small
when compared with the tens of thousands of
patients with breast or lung cancer. A tax
credit, such as that proposed by Congress-
man Johnson, might have provided the in-
centive to continue the work in this rarer
malignancy and stimulated new investiga-
tions in patients with other forms of cancer.

Pediatric cancers are, thank goodness,
rare. But that makes them an unattractive
target for large-scale drug development. A
tax credit such as this one, might be the
very incentive needed to produce more in-
vestment in the treatment and eventual cure
of patients with uncommon diseases. This
would undoubtedly lead to treatments for
the more common cancers as well.

This is a story I know well, for the woman
I describe is Dr. Eugenie Kleinerman of M.D.
Anderson who happens to be my wife. We are
both very grateful for the wonderful oppor-
tunity of working these fourteen years at
M.D. Anderson in the great state of Texas.
But it shouldn’t take 14 years to develop a
new treatment for cancer. Perhaps, if this
bill is passed, more people can be helped and
helped faster by doctors like Dr. Kleinerman
with the help of corporate sponsors.

Thank you Congressmen, and I will be
happy to answer any of your questions.
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Mr. HASTERT. Mr. Speaker, today I have
the pleasure to recognize a great citizen of Illi-
nois and one of the Air Force’s finest officers
on the date of her retirement from active duty.
For over 23 years, Colonel Mary Tripp has
served the Air Force with pride and with tre-
mendous dedication. On April 15, Colonel
Tripp returned to her family home in West Chi-
cago, Illinois. We wish her God’s speed and
the gratitude of the Nation for her loyal serv-
ice.

Colonel Tripp’s final assignment was the di-
rector of the very successful program to honor
the 50th anniversary of the U.S. Air Force.
This 16 month project blended a brilliant cam-

paign of motivational and historic information,
energizing both her fellow airmen and the
American public. From the national recognition
at the Tournament of Roses Parade to the
Pentagon Cake Cutting Ceremony with the
President, the hard work and dedication of
Colonel Tripp shined in every event. She led
a program which truly captured the hearts of
each Air Force veteran and every American.
The magnificent record of the United States
Air Force over the past 50 years is a story
worth telling. Through the handiwork of Colo-
nel Tripp, this legacy will continue to grow.

Mr. Speaker, it has been my distinct honor
to offer this tribute. As Colonel Tripp retires to
private life, I ask my colleagues to join me in
commending the outstanding service she has
given to our great country. On behalf of the
people of the 14th Congressional District and
especially her neighbors in the city of West
Chicago, I wish her the very best.
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, last
week marked the first anniversary of the elec-
tion of Mohammad Khatami as president of
Iran so this marks a fitting time to assess the
realities versus the rhetoric of Khatami’s re-
gime.

Congressmen GARY ACKERMAN, BOB
MENENDEZ, EDOLPHUS TOWNS, and JAMES
TRAFICANT and I co-sponsored a briefing here
in the House of Representatives on U.S. pol-
icy options and prospects for change in Iran.

We presented the following on Iran policy:
Nothing has changed under the administra-

tion of Khatami, and in many respects the evi-
dence indicates that Tehran’s outlaw behavior
has worsened.

Factional infighting and domestic unrest are
aggravating the instability of the ruling regime,
raising new prospects for its replacement by a
democratic government.

Our policy should focus on how to contain
the threat from Iran, and on support for demo-
cratic alternatives within that country.

I urge my colleagues and the Administration
to continue tough U.S. policies such as the
Iran and Libya Sanctions Act as well as efforts
to mobilize the international community to-
wards a united-multi-lateral campaign to bring
freedom and democracy to the people of Iran.
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Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
bring to the attention of my colleagues a very
important matter. The last week of May
marked the first anniversary of the election of
the so-called ‘‘moderate’’ president of Iran. I
think it is very important after one year of
President Mohammed Khatami’s rule to look
closely at the facts in evaluating his adminis-

tration’s true colors. Some of you may have
seen the press reports from the ‘‘Briefing on
U.S. Policy Options and Prospects for Change
in Iran’’ that I co-hosted on May 21 along with
my colleagues Mrs. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. TRAFI-
CANT, Mr. MENENDEZ and Mr. TOWNS. Our ef-
fort was aimed at advocating an Iran policy of
firmness and resolve, which allies the United
States with the Iranian people and their resist-
ance movement, the National Council of Re-
sistance of Iran.

The impressive turnout for the event, espe-
cially among members of the diplomatic corps,
indicated to me that the call to scrutinize our
Iran policy was timely. Just this past week,
Khatami underscored the role of the Revolu-
tionary Guards Corps in maintaining the re-
gime in its totality and said it represented the
regime’s most pious and dedicated forces.
‘‘With our body and soul, we are all proud of
the Guards Corps,’’ Khatami said in praising
the regimes’ main organ of suppression, ren-
dering hollow his claims of ‘‘freedom and civil
society.’’ This further proves the assessment
of the speakers during our briefing that
Khatami has neither the interest nor the influ-
ence to initiate any change in this theocratic
regime.

Mr. Speaker, in light of the importance of
this discussion, I submit my remarks entitled
‘‘One Year of Khatami,’’ as well as the re-
marks of Ms. Soona Samsami, a representa-
tive of the National Council of Resistance in
Washington, to be printed herewith in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

ONE YEAR OF KHATAMI—REMARKS OF
REPRESENTATIVE GARY L. ACKERMAN

I would like to first welcome all the mem-
bers of the diplomatic corps and the press for
joining us here today to mark the one year
anniversary of President Mohammad
Khatami’s election. We have a very interest-
ing forum scheduled, and once everyone com-
pletes their statements, we will open up for
questions and answers. First, I’d like to in-
troduce my colleague Representative Ileana
Ros-Lehtinen from Florida, with whom I’ve
worked on this issue long and hard. Unfortu-
nately, she must leave early so she will get
this briefing started with her remarks.

After her we will hear from Congressmen
Bob Menendez, Jim Traficant and Ed Towns,
as well as former Ambassador James Akins,
and lastly from Soona Samsami who will be
representing the National Council of Resist-
ance of Iran.

Representative Ros-Lehtinen.
When Mohammad Khatami was elected

president a year ago, many in the West in-
sisted that he was a genuine reformer who
would, while upholding the clerics’ reign,
would begin halting state terrorism, would
begin an end to enmity to the Middle East
peace process, a lessening of flagrant abuses
of human rights and the stoppage of the
stockpiling of weapons of mass destruction.

I’m sorry to say that some in our adminis-
tration bought into that view. Travel re-
strictions to Iran by American citizens have
been relaxed a bit, and most recently, the ad-
ministration has just waived punitive action,
as required by law, against 3 foreign oil cor-
porations who plan to invest more than $2
billion dollars in the Iranian oil industry.

Unfortunately, it is clear that some policy-
makers have learned little about the brutal
thug mentality of those who rule in Iran.
When this year’s State Department report on
terrorism named Tehran the number-one
state sponsor of terrorism, Iran’s ruling
mullahs openly and celebriously acknowl-
edged responsibility for the terrorist attacks
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listed in the report, declaring that they not
only pursued and attacked the Iranian Re-
sistance, on foreign soil, but that they ex-
pected to be rewarded for what they called
‘‘combating terrorism.’’

Let me make it very clear we are hard
pressed to find any moderates with whom we
can reach out to in the Iranian government,
and contrary to the hopes of many in the
West, Mr. Khatami’s election a year ago has
not resulted in any positive changes in Iran’s
domestic or foreign policies. It has, however,
gravely aggravated the infighting among ri-
vals. In fact, we all read recently about the
arrest of Tehran’s mayor, a close affiliate of
Khatami, just this past month. It is no se-
cret that the conflicts among the rival
camps are intensifying with each passing
day.

You may have also noticed news reports
just this past weekend that the Government
of Argentina arrested 8 Iranian residents and
ordered the expulsion of 7 of the Iranian em-
bassy’s staff of 8 and required them to leave
by yesterday. The 1992 bombing of the Israeli
embassy in Buenos Aires, as well as the 1994
bombing of the AMIA, the city’s main Jew-
ish community center, has been investigated
by the Argentineans, aided by the F.B.I., and
has found the trail leads to Tehran. 114 peo-
ple lost their lives in these horrific terrorist
attacks.

Many of you however do not know that one
of the key sources for the evidence that
linked Tehran’s government to the commu-
nity center bombing was the National Coun-
cil of Resistance, which learned from its
sources in Iran that the bombing had report-
edly been ordered by Iran’s Supreme Na-
tional Security Council. The NCR reported
its findings to a congressional subcommit-
tee, which then forwarded the information to
the State Department. Last month, I person-
ally brought this information to Argentina.

Ironically enough, the Iranian Resistance
is the very same movement that the Depart-
ment has added to its list of terrorists, vir-
tually turning the intent of the law upon it
on its head. This same list contains unques-
tionably terrorist groups such as Hizbollah
and Hamas. This ill-advised ‘‘goodwill ges-
ture,’’ as it was thus quoted by a senior ad-
ministration official in the L.A. Times last
October, has profound implications. By mis-
labeling the main resistance force against
the ayatollahs, we are not helping the Ira-
nian people in their legitimate cause. Good-
will gestures will achieve little, and will
only serve to embolden the Iranian mullahs
to continue their non-stop campaign of ter-
ror and repression—both inside and outside
of Iran. Under the current circumstances,
Tango-ing with Tehran’s tyrants will lead
nowhere. I think it’s interesting to note
however that the idea behind the State De-
partment’s publishing a list of terrorists was
to isolate the exact brand of terrorism that
the Tehran regime actually supports and
provokes! Even more importantly, and con-
trary to some expectations, the regime’s op-
position to the Middle East peace process has
not slackened one bit. In fact, just a few
weeks ago, the founder of Hamas, Sheikh
Yassin, was in Iran on an official visit. Presi-
dent Khatami met with him, and expressed
his support for the terrorist group. Prior to
that, senior Hizbollah officials also traveled
to Iran, for meetings with the top leaders.
Officials, including Khatami, have empha-
sized that they will continue their active op-
position to the peace process, and will not
rest until the complete destruction of the
State of Israel. Nor will the mullahs ever be
satisfied with our gestures. The old adage of
‘‘give em and inch, they’ll take a mile’’ cer-
tainly applies here.

I think what we have seen in the past year
since Khatami’s election has been the abso-

lute inability of the mullocracy to reform.
Khatami has been part of this system, and
understands full well that any move towards
liberalization contradicts the regime in its
entirety. Fortunately, there are signs that
this is the end of an era.

Infighting has engulfed both the military
structure, meaning the Revolutionary
Guards, as well as the clerical hierarchy.
These are all promising signs that the
mullahs’ repression and dictatorship may be
nearing an end. Nonetheless, we need to con-
tinue a sound policy of isolating Iran. We
certainly can not begin to ease up now, just
as the sanctions are beginning to bite and
Iran’s rulers are desperate for economic re-
lief. That would be a travesty and undermine
all of the good we have striven to accom-
plish. We need to realize that this new presi-
dent is no more moderate than his prede-
cessors. We must retreat from this illusion
before it is too late.

And for that very reason, we in Congress
shall continue to advocate an Iran policy of
firmness and resolve. The realities of Iran
dictate that the United States must recog-
nize the right of the Iranian people to resist,
and its own moral obligation to keep a dis-
tance from this medieval and utterly oppres-
sive regime. A proper policy must take stock
of the continuing realities in Iran, with the
realization that the Iranian Resistance pre-
sents some new prospects for a change in
government. Instead of trying to shore up a
sinking ship, we must quickly ally ourselves
with the Iranian people and Resistance,
whose democratic, pluralistic and secular
platform makes for a far better lasting solu-
tion with the retrogressive and brutal ruling
regime.

Ladies and Gentlemen, I would now like to
introduce our next speaker, Ambassador
James Akins. Ambassador Akins served our
Nation’s Foreign Service with great distinc-
tion for over 20 years, until his retirement in
1976. He spent much of his career in the Mid-
dle Ease—in postings such as Damascus, Bei-
rut, Kuwait, Baghdad and Saudia Arabia—
and has written numerous articles about the
subject. He is now an international and eco-
nomic consultant and still maintains very
close ties to the region he knows so very
well. Ambassador Akins.

SPEECH BY SOONA SAMSAMI, MEMBER, FOR-
EIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, NATIONAL COUN-
CIL OF RESISTANCE OF IRAN, MAY 21, 1998

Ladies and gentlemen, I am very pleased to
have this opportunity today to address this
gathering. The situation in Iran is changing
rapidly, as the dark era of suppression, exe-
cution, stoning, fundamentalism and terror-
ism comes to an end. But these changes are
not originating from within the regime or
the administration of Mohammad Khatami,
in whom some in the West have great hopes.
The source of these changes is the Iranian
people and their Resistance.

Two weeks ago, one of the southern neigh-
borhoods of the capital city of Tehran erupt-
ed, as 10,000 people protested against the
killing of 16 year-old street vendor at the
hands of the Revolutionary Guards. The un-
rest continued for four hours. Chanting
‘‘death to Khamenei, death to Khatami,’’ the
crowds clashed with state security forces. A
number of government buildings were dam-
aged.

Protests and unrest are spreading through-
out the country. Late last week thousands of
people in western Iran, in Kermanshah,
staged a similar demonstration. Fighting
broke out among the public and Revolution-
ary Guards.

The turmoil in Tehran had not yet sub-
sided when unrest, strikes and student pro-
tests broke out in Gilan Province in the

north, the cities of Yassouj and Dezful in the
southwest, Tabass in eastern Iran, and
Isfahan in the central part of the country. A
major labor strike has been going on for the
past several weeks in the provincial capital
of Rasht. Dozens of workers have been ar-
rested, but the strikes are continuing. The
regime’s leaders are very uneasy about the
implications of this unrest for the future.
Let me give you a couple of examples:

On May 14, Khamenei was speaking about
the recent demonstrations in Isfahan Prov-
ince, when he directly pointed to the
Mojahedin as the source of the unrest.

In remarks he delivered in Sistan-Balu-
chistan Province in the south, Khatami ex-
plained, ‘‘We are threatened by the
Mojahedin and Zionists.’’

The Parliament Speaker, Nateq Nourri, re-
iterated Khamenei’s warnings on May 17,
telling the assembly: ‘‘In Isfahan, what’s left
of the Mojahedin are active. . . We must all
stay alert, and stay away from matters that
have to do with groups and factions, which
would allow a third party to come in and
grab the Revolution itself and run off with
it.’’

The Parliament Speaker continued:
‘‘These conspiracies are not just taking place
in Isfahan; these are unpatriotic actions,
threatening national security. The security
apparatus needs to get in there and deal with
this in a serious manner. We should stop
worrying about what the foreigners are
going to say to us. . . America, the
Monafequin [Mojahedin] . . . they have es-
sentially invested in the universities, where
they can use the pro-western intellectuals,
and take advantage of the open atmosphere
to hatch some plots.’’

In a meeting on May 16 with the Bassij
forces, Rafsanjani urged them to ‘‘neutralize
the plots of the agents of the Arrogance and
the Monafequin [Mojahedin].’’

Khamenei said on April 16: ‘‘The enemies
sending out propaganda from abroad. . . are
pursing a policy of divisiveness. . . We must
beware, we must beware.’’

Tehran’s Friday prayer leader said on
April 10: ‘‘These disorders are like a tank full
of gasoline. . . All the enemy has to do is to
strike a match.’’

Mokaram Shirazi, another of the regime’s
mullahs, said on April 12: ‘‘In the not too dis-
tant future, we shall witness a major cri-
sis. . . or a painful scandal.’’

The executive director of the regime’s Su-
preme National Security Council said on
April 13: ‘‘There will be no winner in this cri-
sis, but there will be a big loser—the Islamic
system.’’

On May 23, 1997, when Khatami was elected
president, there were many in the West
claiming that from now on, the regime would
follow the path of moderation. But from the
very first, the Iranian Resistance was con-
vinced that the new developments would
weaken and further divide the regime inter-
nally. Moderation and reform would never
happen. A year later, this has become an in-
disputable fact.

Crisis after crisis, without any prospect of
a solution, pretty much sums up the past
year. The arrest and then release of Tehran’s
mayor created an unprecedented emergency,
which was only brought under temporary
control through the intervention of
Khamenei. The underlying crisis has not
been resolved, however.

Agence France Presse wrote in its analysis
that ‘‘there is still a long way to go before
the war ends between the two sides. . . The
conflict between the two warring factions
subsided only after shaking the foundations
of the regime as a whole.’’ The news report
adds that everyone was afraid that ‘‘the
whole regime would be harmed.’’

A diplomat in Tehran had this to say:
‘‘Throughout this nation’s history, it has
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been shown that spontaneous street dem-
onstrations in Iran can overthrow a govern-
ment or regime.’’

The commander of Iran’s Revolutionary
Guards threatened recently to crack down on
a wave of internal dissent and criticism, say-
ing it jeopardized the country’s security.
‘‘The universities are in the hands of the op-
position, and young people are chanting
‘death to despots.’ We have to behead some
and cut off the tongues of others,’’ he said.

Within the clerical hierarchy, there is in-
creasing opposition to the ruling clique,
which has failed to eliminate Montazeri, the
former successor to Khomeini, from the pic-
ture. In terms of religious credentials,
Montazeri outranks all of the ruling regime’s
officials. He was shelved in 1988 by Khomeini
after he protested the massacres of
Mojahedin. In his correspondence with Kho-
meini at the time, he had written: ‘‘You can-
not annihilate the Mojahedin with execu-
tions. They are an idea. Killing them will
only spread their ideas.’’

Despair and apathy have taken their toll
on the Revolutionary Guards, the regime’s
principal military force. Three of the corps
top 6 commanders, and at least 150 other offi-
cers have resigned. If we consider the Revo-
lutionary Guards’ unique role in safeguard-
ing and prolonging the regime, the gravity of
this crisis becomes clear. Tehran’s rulers are
in dire need of a foreign crisis they can use
to shore up their eroding forces.

At the same time, the regime is facing a
profusion of economic problems. Projections
for oil revenues in the mullahs’ budget ex-
ceed 16 billion dollars, but the actual figure
is hardly 10 billion dollars. Inflation is in-
creasing with each passing day, and with it
the pressure on the public. 80% of the popu-
lace is living below the poverty line. Mean-
while, corruption and embezzlement scandals
involving billions of toumans are rampant
throughout the regime.

Policy Options: Here in Washington, there
have been a number of discussions over the
past year about various approaches to Iran.
Some people in this city are saying that
Khatami is different than other mullahs, and
America should officially recognize these dif-
ferences. Of course, this is a coy way of pro-
moting the sort of appeasement policy that
ended in the Irangate scandal a decade ago.
Appeasement was at the heart of the admin-
istration’s Iran policy over the past year.

But if you will permit me, let’s be realis-
tic. Contrary to America’s expectations,
Tehran did not make any changes in its poli-
cies of terrorism and fundamentalism. In
fact, after the State Department published
its annual report on terrorism, naming
Tehran the world’s most active state spon-
sor, the mullahs took responsibility for the
entire list of their terrorist acts, especially
their attacks on the Mojahedin.

The distinguishing characteristic of this
theocratic regime, which sets it apart from
all other dictatorships of the twentieth cen-
tury, is its export of terrorism and fun-
damentalism. If the mullahs take a step
back in this direction, they will lose their
ability to enforce the domestic suppression
as well. Before they can transform them-
selves into a modern, twentieth–century dic-
tatorship, they will be swept aside by the
Iranian people.

The inability of certain circles in America
to comprehend this stubborn reality is be-
hind the notion that you can turn the anti-
human rulers of Iran into moderates. The
events taking place in Iran today signal the
weakness and disarray of the regime and the
prospects of its overthrow, not some sort of
trend toward liberalism. Goodwill gestures
by the U.S. government, such as the inclu-
sion of the Mojahedin on its list of terrorist
organizations, will only serve to goad the re-

gime on, and to give the Iranian people the
negative impression that once again, the
U.S. government is on the wrong side.

This is the same mistake made almost
twenty years ago, during the last year of the
Shah’s reign. President Carter referred to
the Shah’s Iran as an ‘‘island of stability,’’
and the British Foreign Secretary at the
time stressed Britain’s full support for the
monarchy up until the final months. At that
same time, western intelligence agencies
said that Iran was not in the revolutionary
stage, or even the pre–revolutionary stage. I
don’t think I need to remind you of what
happened next. Today, the circumstances are
similar. Events are happening very quickly
in Iran, and it seems that the U.S. is not
keeping up with them. As the leader of the
Iranian Resistance has stated, the Iranian
people will not recognize any contracts
signed to find and drill Iranian oil.

The conflicts and clashes between various
bands in the regime are a reality that will
not go away. The most fundamental and es-
sential conflict in Iran, however, is between
the people—who desire freedom and democ-
racy—and the religious, terrorist dictator-
ship ruling over them, whose survival de-
pends on denying the people’s demands. De-
spite an absolute repression, these demands
have been embodied in a nationwide resist-
ance movement. It is no accident that the re-
gime’s most viscous forms of repression are
practiced on the resistance at home. Even
abroad, beyond its terrorist attacks, the re-
gime’s primary demand from its inter-
national trading partners is that they adopt
an anti-resistance, and specifically anti-
Mojahedin policy.

If I may draw some conclusions: The reli-
gious despotism ruling Iran is an absolutely
illegitimate regime, which has no place
among the people of Iran. This regime and
all of the factions affiliated with it, are part-
ners in the murder and plunder of the people
of Iran. The infighting within the regime is
simply a power struggle.

The Iranian people demand the overthrow
of the entire regime, and all of its factions.
As the leader of the Iranian Resistance has
stated, ‘‘The stage of this regime’s over-
throw and the need to prepare for it has ar-
rived.’’

The National Council of Resistance of Iran,
a coalition of 570 personalities and organiza-
tions representing the democratic forces of
Iran, is the sole legitimate, popular, and the
democratic alternative to the mullahs’ re-
gime. The NCR has committed itself to free
and fair elections within six months after
the overthrow of the mullahs. The vast ma-
jority of Iranians, in Iran and around the
world, support the NCR’s President-elect,
Maryam Rajavi, and look to this alternative
for hope in their struggle to rid themselves
of the repression of the mullahs and estab-
lish a free, prosperous Iran.

f

PROSPECTS FOR CHANGE IN IRAN

HON. ROBERT MENENDEZ
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 3, 1998

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, on May 21 I
joined a Congressional panel on U.S. policy
options and prospects for change in Iran. The
panel discussed President Khatami’s election
and Iran’s efforts to acquire weapons of mass
destruction. I am certain that my colleagues
will join me in recognizing the threat that Iran
would pose to the U.S. and the region if it is
successful in acquiring nuclear weapons.

I have introduced legislation (H.R. 3743) to
thwart Iran’s development of nuclear weapons.
The Iran Nuclear Proliferation Prevention Act
of 1998 will require the withholding of U.S.
proportional voluntary assistance to the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency for programs
and projects of the Agency in Iran. The bill
seeks to limit assistance from the Agency for
the completion of the Bushehr Nuclear Power
Plant in Iran. It is believed that the completion
of the Bushehr plant will result in the transfer
of civilian nuclear technology and training that
could help to advance Iran’s nuclear weapons
program.

Firmness is the only means of deterring
Khatami and the clerical regime from their
quest for an arsenal of weapons of mass de-
struction. We must make it clear, especially
now when the mullahs may well be on their
last legs, that we support the kind of progress
towards democracy and genuine reform prom-
ised by the democratic opposition.

Mr. Speaker, I am submitting my remarks to
the panel on this matter to be printed in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:

I want to thank the National Council of
Resistance of Iran for organizing this event
and for their ongoing efforts to focus atten-
tion on the rogue regime that continues to
reside in Tehran under President Khatami.

Each of us here today, looks forward to the
day when Iran rejoins the community of
democratic nations. However, today is not
that day. President Khatami, while slightly
more moderate than his predecessor will not
or cannot overcome the political forces in
Iran which avidly pursue the development of
weapons of mass destruction and continue
support for terrorism.

We have heard many disturbing facts and
figures, about Iranian human rights viola-
tions, about chaos and conflict within the
country, and about Iran’s support of inter-
national terrorist organizations, such as
Hizballah, Hamas and the Palestine Islamic
Jihad, all of which are responsible for terror-
ist attacks on Israel. Each of these facts re-
flects the ruling regime’s status as a rogue
state, which considers itself above inter-
national law, with little respect for human
life, let alone human rights. The prospect of
that regime armed with nuclear weapons is
not a pleasant one.

Just this week, Russia and Iran announced
that over the strong objections of the U.S.
and Israel, that they would be stepping up
their cooperation in the field of nuclear
technology. In fact, Iran’s Atomic Energy
Minister made it clear that the two coun-
tries are considering further cooperation be-
yond their current project to build a nuclear
power plant in Iran.

To give you a little background, Iran has
been seeking nuclear power since the early
1970’s, when the Shah attempted to build two
reactors in Bushehr. The project, begun by a
German company in 1974, was suspended fol-
lowing the 1979 Revolution. The clerical re-
gime’s efforts to obtain nuclear capability
began in earnest in the midst of the Iran-
Iraq War, in 1985, and in February of this
year, Tehran announced its intention to con-
struct two Russian reactors in Bushehr.

The question remains, why has Iran de-
voted such colossal resources, money and ef-
fort to build the Bushehr power plant. Iran
claims to need the Bushehr nuclear reactors
to supply energy to the country. Yet, Iran’s
immense oil and natural gas reserves call
into question its motives for constructing
expensive nuclear reactors. Iran has 9.3 per-
cent of the world’s oil reserves and natural
gas reserves, second only to Russia. Clearly,
Iran does not need additional energy sources,
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